Bear Baal, 



lay's sail wife your mailing that included you? notes on the FBi‘s personal 
yen were several helpful dippings from |ark Allen, because so me of afeat A JV 
to yea will possibly be helpful to Mm, a carbon to Mm. What I 11 say about 
'•rill help explain some of my present interests and problems to you. 



As usual the FU is playing gases. With all of us. % sain interest now relates to me 
ft«<! ay FQXA eases. 

Mark- seat the Statee-ltem p. t story bannered CriticisE Bared in F2QL files/ 

Hoover on Garrison* ’fiasco. ,H 



ibis story does not beer credit to AF or m. It also does not have the by-line 
of a staffer. Kor dees it carry a Washington dateline. % tbeia^diate question X have is 
how Md fee States-Iteu lesm fee very day of fee rlease and in time for inclusion of fee 
entire story how to find any records on G arris©n. Sr anybody else. 

I am suggesting* feat fee FBI did call this local-interest story (and all the documents 
referred to) to a reporter's attention. 



fee 8-1 story of t/20/?8 is credited tp Aft "FKE probed ^aMna* s mx life.” ^he content 
of then* story is documents feat bear very heavily on fee FBIU serlousaesness when it 
withholds records m grounds of privacy. (So if any of you c cm© accross any otner such 
personal stuff and especially the citations to these records we may be able to use teem 
very- well in court* 1 have drafted .an affidavit for JX> in which tMs could be relevant 
if I could attach fee documents. 5 

Here Jim phoned, I mentioned such things, sad he believes that we may have some uses 
of the kind I’ve indicated, relating to compliance, H© agrees that if they can release 
stuff on 'Arina’s sax life they cannot withhold for as as they on privacy grounds, except 
feat nobody stops fee®. As a matter of their own. practise they cannot. 



t think fee same kinds of uses are possible wife FI's 1/25/78 memo, p. 1 , graf 
ppgfrwaiftff S*jr Correspondence on this” the 544 pasphle. Wife the correspondence -records 
for ^ 1* *) to show feat they lie on this subject when while superficially there is no 
apparent -reason to a subject expert there is a reason that can. to perceived - they did not 
attention to that address. Md I believe never did give that literature to theWC. 

After extra space what you say about CIA, same principle. 3h may tok affidavit, later. 



P. 2, line 6, you are not going to ask fink until you have ail records. One approach* 
Mother is to ask Mm and learn what they may never give you. As you will have seen Z*a 
practising the latter witbxereepeot to myself. 



Your- fink was a numbered informer, not a sours®. Be may still be infroming on students 
and professors in political matters. 

Here* you do not reflect what 1 thought you knew* you will get from an FQIA request of 
Iw what is in HQ’s central files only. *£m and I are girding for several battMs on this. I 
have incorporated some thing on it in tbs draft or an affidavit l*v@ prepared for 3 1. fes 
central files do not include all of the M files. And as the SF MH suggests I believe that 
WBO is used as a means of hiding in 8* files what fee FBI wants in DC on political files. 

You will have to sake separate FOIA/FA (us© both) requests of all field offices you 
feSnk may have files on you. We have, re me, to all 59. Without exception all who have 
complied by sending any records have lied and are withholding, as I’ll prove. I can also 
prove that some of those who denied having any records do in fact have records proofs 
in ay possession. If I were you I’d do tide and be sure to include SF, IQ, Dallas,!*, 
feovur your correspondence and other connections, perhaps other places for that reason) 
and WF0. 





There are possible importances in the copies of some of the documents on you, As 
you know Jim and I will be seeding seme kind of redress apd in this way also these 
can be helpful. 

Hhe Serial is not visible on the Braoigaa 1Q/2/6S, the one with Hoover’s note on 
jm as %tesr artist.* 1 The file 62-82555 is typed on. Ho other risible file indication, 
fhis axsMst they have a name f nflaw that incites critics to the ffii central files. It is 
not absolutely certain but I’d guess from the mark in the upper right that you got a copy 
of the Sullivan copy. $ his raises a question to which J l® and I have never gotten any 
satisfactory answer, what happened to the other five copies? 

I frMrik- it is possible that a file on you say be Indicated 4m other copies and that 
is the reason, they- have given you this one, to hide the identification of another one. 
aw i<~t n d of chickenshit got to Hoover's personal attention it seems entirely 
improbable that if aid. when the f sanding father wanted records m. ws they had to held 
Mm up while they wandered through 460-600 or more Sections to remove a page here and a 
page there* 

jlow on Hoover’s note I have several interests. First of all, is there any basis in 
any record of which you know for his to know ether than these records show about you? 

If you know of no ether records, is there anything you had done that would Justify 
the epithet "Smear artist?" 

X MU be panting to be able to show that the EM was out to hurt those of us who 
asked questions about the JIX assassination, the hurt perhaps varying in degree. So 
after .you have all the records or what they represent as all X*d appreciate a set and your 
gppsonal cwssaat on whether or not ttxwwgx^aMifigix what is said that is not nice is 
in any way Justified* X will want to be abl to do this to the degree possible with 
all "critics. 51 

10/31/69, from 62-109060, the numbers at the bottom do not indicate an informant 
number, as I took it you said. The cods for filing ft* * "training schools. Within those 
files 137 Is a separate breakdown, of which 52361 is the Serial %sber of a record or 
perhaps outside my knowledge of a sub of a sob-file. 

6/30/70, Serial 6945 again indicate® they have files dll collected and on hand 
because treble could immediately cite the Hooverian scripture about "smear artists." 
loo much work any other way. 

I’m starting a file loch- FBI/ Personal files. I'll do this with, all the otters as 
I come accross records. I think they made a serious mistake is this and want to do what 
I «a» to assure them full benefit of their vioiousness* 

While I was writing this Lardner phoned to read a couple of excerpts from some on me 
he'd cone accross. He got a kick oat of knowing the truth. 

I’ll be making copies of the records on me avdilble when A have them all or what I 
can reasonably hope is most, but on this I’m going to have to depend largely on others 
because X can’t take time to search for them now. When 1 have them I can attach comment. 

This kind of operation on the critics can do more to raise doubts about the FBI’s 
work than the critics can. Especially considering what is true of some. 

Best, 




